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RESPONSE TO RFSTRTCTTON RKQf HREMFNT 

Dear Sir: 

Responsive to the Restriction Requirement mailed June 
19, 2000 in the above-referenced patent application. Applicants 
hereby provisionally elect Invention II, claims 7-14 with traverse. 

Applicants hereby traverse the Restriction Requirement 
mailed June 19, 2000. The Examiner states that Inventions I and II 
are different inventions because the methods of Groups I and n 
differ in method objectives, method steps and parameters, and in 
the reagents used. The Examiner's statement notwithstanding. 
Applicants respectfully submit that there is a unity of invention 
between Inventions I and II. Both Groups of claims are based on the 
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observation that chlorotoxin specifically binds to tumors of 
neuroectodermal origin. This observed specificity provides the 
inventive quality in both sets of clainis. For this reason, Applicants 
believe that a single inventive concept is intimately intertwined 
among Inventions I and 11. Therefore, it would not unduly burden 
the Examiner to perform a search encompassing claims 1-14. 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the Restriction 
Requirement under 35 U.S.C. §121 be withdrawn. 
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Respectfully submitted, 





Benjamin Aaron Adler, Ph.D., J.D. 
Registration No. 35,423 
Counsel for Applicant 
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